
From: Stangel, Carol
To: Parsons, Laura; Russell Wasem
Subject: FW: Rodenticides letter assigned to PRD
Date: Tuesday, April 02, 2013 4:53:14 PM
Attachments: Buck_OCSPP-13-000-3498_Rodenticides.pdf

Buck_OCSPP-13-000-3498_email re rodenticides.docx

Hi Laura and Rusty,
OK if I schedule a short meeting soon to discuss this letter?
Thanks.
 
 
From: Stangel, Carol 
Sent: Tuesday, March 26, 2013 5:30 PM
To: Russell Wasem; Parsons, Laura; Anderson, Neil
Cc: Keigwin, Richard; Overstreet, Anne; Dinkins, Darlene
Subject: Rodenticides letter assigned to PRD
 
Hi Rusty, Laura and Neil,
In the attached correspondence, Stockton Buck of Rodenticide Free Project requests more
stringent SGAR bait station labeling and use requirements. PRD has the assignment in CMS to
prepare a response for Steve Bradbury’s signature by Monday, April 8.
 
I would be glad to prepare a draft response with your input, or let me know if you would prefer to
develop the draft response.
 
Thanks,
Carol
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From: Fehrenbach, Margie
To: Myers, Shirley; Overstreet, Anne
Cc: Bradbury, Steven; Sherman, Kelly; Keigwin, Richard; Anderson, Neil; Russell Wasem
Subject: FW: Proposed SGAR Bait Station Regulations
Date: Friday, March 22, 2013 9:39:31 AM
Attachments: 3-22-13 E-mail to EPA & Staff.docx


Shirley—please enter the attached letter into CMS and assign to PRD to prepare a response
for signature by Steve Bradbury.  Thanks!
 
From: stockton buck [mailto:stocktonb@hotmail.com] 
Sent: Friday, March 22, 2013 4:09 AM
To: Bradbury, Steven
Cc: Russell Wasem
Subject: Proposed SGAR Bait Station Regulations
 


Dear OPP Director Bradbury and Staff,
 
I invite you to review the attached regarding SGAR Bait Stations and Trap Boxes and I
look forward to your reply.
 
Thank you for the work that you do.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stockton Buck
Rodenticide Free Project
Bolinas, CA
 
PS: BCC to staff and attendees via conference line at your meeting of September 7,
2012.
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[bookmark: _GoBack]Dear EPA OPP Director Steven Bradbury and Senior Staff,			       3/22/2013


I’m writing to suggest and promote second generation anti-coagulant rodenticide (SGAR) bait station guidelines and specifically their use by licensed IPM professionals. I do not know if your agency has authority regarding the proposed, but I ask that you consider these guidelines and incorporate them into your regulations as allowed.


In the March 19, 2013 issue of the McClatchy Washington Bureau, Greg Loarie, an attorney with the environmental advocacy group Earthjustice, said in a statement regarding (SGARs), “The impact of these rodenticides on wildlife is staggering.” “Study after study has documented anticoagulant rodenticides in more than three-quarters of necropsied raptors, wildcats and canines. The measures put in place by EPA to protect wildlife do not go nearly far enough…”


As you know, your agency issued changes to regulations regarding the formulation, packaging and marketing of SGARs in an effort to reduce the risk of unreasonable exposure to children, pets and wildlife; changes that are presently being challenged by Reckitt Benckiser, the maker of d-Con. Unfortunately, and regardless of the challenge, the changes your agency proposed do not effectively safeguard wildlife from encountering poisoned rodents once the rodents leave a bait station. In addition, the regulations continue to allow licensed IPM professionals to introduce these poisons into the environment with little or no responsibility, accountability or liability for what happens afterwards. The recommended guidelines set forth below would help make the pest control operators more accountable for their actions and, alert those nearby to the presence and nature of the poisons in their immediate environs:


· All SGAR bait stations AND trap boxes should be labeled in such a way as to clearly display the company/party responsible for their placement and control.  The label should include: Company Name, Address & Phone Number. Any bait station or trap box not adequately labeled and identified would be subject to confiscation and proper disposal and the responsible party subject to a fine and/or a restriction on their operator’s license.


· All SGAR bait station labels should clearly identify the poison contained therein AND, the medical antidote for same along with Poison Control Center phone #s.


· All trap boxes should clearly state that the box only contains traps and NO poisons.


· All SGAR bait station locations should be reported monthly to County Agricultural Commissioners (as is done in California) (regardless of agricultural use and/or location) and included in the Pesticide Use Report (PUR), listing: the address or general location AND the GPS locations of each bait station as well as the amount and type of poison dispensed. The County Agricultural Commissioners should also be advised by the pest control operators when the bait stations are no longer maintained at the locations originally reported.


· The presence of SGARs at any location should be made known to all adjacent property owners/proprietors/residents with signed letters of notification from same on file acknowledging awareness of the poison placed nearby and the fact these poisons are harmful to pets, raptors, predatory mammals and scavengers. These letters of acknowledgement should also advise the ‘neighbors’ that there can be no bait stations within 25’ of their property line without their written consent. These letters of acknowledgement are to be retained by the party (ies) responsible for placing and servicing the bait stations for as long as the bait stations remain at that given location.


· All SGAR packaging should clearly state IN LARGE LETTERING that the contents are deadly to rodents AND, to any pet, raptor, predatory mammal or scavenger that may consume a poisoned rodent.


· All SGAR packaging should clearly state that all unused SGARs should be taken to the local/County hazardous waste disposal site for proper disposal. Failure to properly dispose of unused SGARs would be subject to criminal proceedings and/or restrictions on their IPM license


· All individuals actually placing SGARs into the environment need to be licensed IPM professionals and not someone employed under another’s license unless, the holder of the license (licensee) is also present during the placement of and/or re-baiting of the station(s).


It is acknowledged that the above recommendations might appear to be a bit restrictive but the intentional placement of SGARs (poison) into the environment; poisons which have far reaching and still not fully understood or identified consequences, is highly irresponsible and which demands accountability. This practice of deliberately placing SGARs into the environment, poisons which are known to be harmful to wildlife, pets, domestic animals and sometimes children,  is particularly reprehensible when there are proven non-toxic alternatives (to include traps) as well as steps that can and should be taken to remove attractants and institute exclusionary measures. The intrinsic value of predatory wildlife and the health of our environment (not to mention the safety of our children) should not be compromised, diminished or dismissed in favor of easy out-of-sight/out-of-mind abatement techniques such as the use of SGARs.


Thank you for your consideration to support the above recommendations. I look forward to your response.


Sincerely,


Stockton Buck


Rodenticide Free Project, P.O. Box 892, Bolinas, CA 94924   -   415-786-8467
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